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Continuation of Substance of Interview induding description of the general nature of what was discussed: 

Examiner fir* ca.led Mr. Kerr to propose ,0. £ 
and 32 are obvious based on the pnor art teachings <MS W55 J^) ^ra v ^ ^ ^ 4 

Lautenschlaeger (US 5234730). Mr Kerr agreed to since the claim does 
was also obvious based on the comb.nat.or of ^^^^^^^S^Vm sea |ant is applied to the groove - see 
not exclude the adhesion blocker bemg 'ncorporated ^^^^nSosBi amending claim 4 to state that the 
column 5, lines 8-32 of Lautenschlaeger ThenrfbjM* SvToSted nthe groove to distinguish the claimed 
adhesion blocker is applied onto the du a' s ^ on the examiner that it is known in 

invention from the prior art. However Jer propo ing this ^"dmjm n ^ {q - g|ass 



send out a final rejection. 



